
13. ConclusionBriefly, I have argued in this paper that:1.  Total indexing of verbal arguments by thematic role TYPE is  almost  certainlyempirically  impossible.  What value the notion of thematic role-type for  linguistictheory has must lie elsewhere.2.  Thematic  roles  should all have event-dependent  definitions,  never  discourse-dependent  (viewpoint-dependent) definitions.  The latter are rather associated  (inEnglish-like languages) with grammatical subject vs. non-subject, probably  becausesubject is a weak indicator of topic.3.   A  useful  strategy  for  ensuring  that  we  are  examining  a  single  semanticphenomenon  under the rubric of "thematic role" may be to determine  what  role-types are motivated by the argument-selection problem, then see whether this  sameset of role-types is also significant elsewhere in grammar.4. Whereas we can rule out discourse role definitions if we adopt the strategy in 3.,that  strategy  suggests  we should recognize a new kind of "role" (i.e.  below,  a  P-Patient entailment), incremental theme.5.  For the domain of argument selection, the best theory of roles is one  in  whichRole-types are not discrete; rather, role-types are prototypes characterized by a  listof  verbal  entailments.  Arguments can differ in the "degree" to  which  they  bearcertain  roles, depending how many of such proto-type-defining properties  a  verbentails for the argument.6.  When  the non-discrete nature of roles is recognized, then it turns  out  that  anopposition  between  only  two roles is needed: these  are  called Proto-Agent andProto-Patient.7. "Thematic Role Hierarchies" and "Transitivity" are best characterized in terms ofthe numbers of P-Agent and/or numbers of P-Patient entailments of each argumentof a verb.8. Argument Selection of Subject, (Direct) Object, and other object are  determinedapproximately (but not totally) by the total number of P-Agent entailments and  ofP-Patient entailments of each argument of a verb, in accord with Principle (31).9. For certain pairs of event-types with very similar definitions, the "same" verb  isused with different argument configurations to distinguish the two meanings (kiss-cases, psych-movement cases, spray-load cases), the differentiation between the  twomeanings  obeying the Argument-Selection principles for the  contrasting  syntacticconfiguration.   The  delicacy  but consistency of these patterns  suggests  that  theprinciples  themselves,  rather  than  individual  empirical  learning,  causes  thesesemantic patterns to be acquired (they are "Lexical Semantic Defaults").10.  One  plausible hypothesis for the existence of argument  selection  principles  isthat  it  makes  learning  of  language-specific  features  of  the  grammar   easier,assuming that the P-Agent and P-Patient conceptual categories are also a  necessarypart of cognitive development at or by this stage.11.  Studies  such as those on language acquisition by Clark  and  Carpenter  (1989)and  typology  by  Croft  (1986)  suggest  that  such  categories  might  in  fact  bemanifested elsewhere.12.   The   Unaccusative-Unergative   distinction  which  has   been   observed   inintransitives corresponds semantically to exactly the P-Agent vs. P-Patient  divisionamong  arguments  of  two-place  predicates, and  the  proto-roles  hypothesis  mayultimately  explain  why  and  how  languages  make  such  a  distinction  withoutrecourse to an "unaccusative advancement" analysis.1


